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All activities of S.Yu. Glazyev, Minister for Integration and Macroeconomics of the Eurasian Economic 
Commission, and before that - Adviser to the President of Russia on Regional Economic Integration, 
Secretary of the Commission of the Customs Union of Russia, Belarus and Kazakhstan, Deputy of the 
State Duma of the Russian Federation of several convocations, Minister of Foreign Economic Relations 
of Russia, etc. ., - a clear example of how many years of wandering through the corridors of power does 
not add to a person either intelligence or conscience. However, if the task is to propagandize the interests 
of the big bourgeoisie, which means that the electorate is distracted by the machinations of the Bank of 
Russia and the machinations of the Anglo-Saxons, then Glazyev's "work" is extremely necessary for the 
ruling class. 


As one of the brightest representatives of the "old guard" of Yeltsin's young reformers, notorious for 
"shock therapy" and other "charms" of the 90s, Glazyev began his political career under the leadership of 
Chubais, Aven and Yegor Gaidar. With the onset of the 2000s, in order not to fall out of the pool of 
citizens with direct access to budgetary flows, Sergei Yuryevich retrained as a patriot, taking up the 
promotion of the ideas of state control over the economy. 


Kondratyevshchina 


Glazyev's practical recipes for the revival of Russia can be characterized as an adaptation to the current 
realities of the theory of N.D. Kondratyev on the cyclical nature of the economic, social and cultural 
development of society. The principle of cyclicality was borrowed by him from Karl Marx in the 
presentation of the Dutch economist J. Hélderen, who spoke for the undulating evolutionary development 
of capitalism. Kondratyev tried to transfer these ideas to the society of the first phase of communism, for 
which, summarizing the statistics of various economic indicators, primarily the world price index, he 
concluded that over long periods of time (40-60 years) there is a cyclical regularity of economic growth 
and recession, depending on from scientific and technological progress. 


As a positivist and empiricist, Kondratyev believed that the reason for economic crises was not market 
anarchy and competition, but only ... technological lag. Accordingly, according to Kondratyev, the reason 
for the economic rise of capitalist countries is not the destruction of competitors and the seizure of new 
sales markets, but the transition to a new technological structure. As a Socialist-Revolutionary, 
Kondratyev actively opposed the collapse of the NEP, against the state monopoly on foreign trade, 


against collectivization, forced industrialization and for the support of the kulaks. His strategy for the 
country's development was based on the idea of deepening the commodity and market mechanisms of the 
economy, with the kulaks supposed to become the locomotive of the economic breakthrough, and heavy 
industry was assigned the auxiliary role of a supplier of modern technology for the needs of the rural 
bourgeoisie. 


In other words, Kondratyev proposed to restore the country lying in ruins, which was a century behind in 
economic, technological and cultural development, taking into account the interests of the private owner. 
For this he received the nickname of a kulak professor, and after the defeat of the right deviation in the 
CPSU (b), the terms "chayanovism" and "Kondratyevism" became symbols of sabotage and anti- 
Sovietism. 


Before the 1917 revolution, N.D. Kondratyev served as Deputy Minister of Food in the Provisional 
Government of Kerensky. Not accepting the victory of October and not resigning himself to the triumph 
of the Bolsheviks, he took part in the work of the underground Provisional Government, and after its 
liquidation he became a deputy of the Constituent Assembly. After the dispersal of the "constituent" 
Kondratyev moved to Moscow and together with the Socialist-Revolutionary S.S. Maslov, the former 
Minister of Agriculture of the Provisional Government, joined the "Union of the Revival of Russia", 
which sets the main task of liberating the country from the power of "Bolshevik usurpers". In 1920, 
Kondratyev was arrested and convicted in the "Union" case, but a month later, through the efforts of the 
Socialist-Revolutionary A.V. Chayanova was released. The personnel hunger of the young Soviet 
government and the course towards a new economic policy allowed Nikolai Dmitrievich to switch to 
cooperation with the RCP (b),despite the fact that the views of the "prominent economist" on the 
country's development remained counter-revolutionary. In 1922, Kondratyev was involved as a witness in 
the trial of the Right Socialist Revolutionaries, and then again under arrest. Another imprisonment is 
again short-lived - he is released from custody at the request of high-ranking comrades. 


Occupying the post of head of the Department of Agricultural Economy and Policy of the State Planning 
Committee of the USSR, director of the Conjunctural Institute under the People's Commissariat of 
Finance of the USSR, Kondratyev continues to express disagreement with the policy of the Bolsheviks 
and joins the underground Labor Peasant Party organized by an old acquaintance, Socialist-Revolutionary 
Maslov. The political platform of the WPK: anti-Soviet agitation, terrorism, overthrow of power, 
including through intervention. 


In 1928, the professor was removed from all posts, in 1930 he was arrested in the case of the WPK, and in 
1932 he was sentenced to eight years in prison. In 1938 he was sentenced to be shot by the Military 
Collegium of the USSR Supreme Court. He was rehabilitated together with all those convicted in the case 
of the "Labor Peasant Party", without a second review of the case in court, in 1987. 


The "battle path" of a "prominent Russian scientist-economist" who allegedly suffered for nothing, or 
rather for "breakthrough discoveries" - is a perestroika invention. Kondratyev's bourgeois views 
contradicted the socialist course of abandoning NEP for the sake of accelerated industrialization of the 
USSR. The ideas of this “victim of Stalinist repressions” were actively implemented in the Russian 
Federation through the efforts of the anti-communist de-industrializers of the Gaidar-Chubais spill . What 
was imputed to Kondratyev's fault: the opening of the market for foreign capital, the hope for investment, 
the introduction of free prices - has been realized in Russia for 30 years now, and the results, as they say, 
are evident. 


It is known that the leadership of the USSR did not strive to "sail" along the "Kondratieff waves", but, 
actively managing the economy, influenced the reasonscrises, eliminating them in principle, eliminating 
them as a phenomenon. With the establishment of the collective farm system in the Union, a system of 
obligatory deliveries of agricultural products to the state at prices that, in the opinion of market people 
and individual collective farmers, did not always cover its cost, began to work. But the collective farmers 
sold the remaining surplus at market prices, which allowed them to provide the country with food and 
maintain a material interest in labor. Thus, in the era of Stalin, the commodity nature of economic 
relations between town and country, the state and collective farms was gradually replaced by product 


exchange, for example, the introduction of a system of payment in kind for the work of the machine and 
tractor stations. Moreover, in the era of the USSR, the rural population of the country for the first time in 
history received access to education, medicine and culture. 


Historical practice has confirmed the loyalty of the Stalinist course of industrialization and 
collectivization, which allowed the Soviet Union not only to win the Second World War, but also to 
restore the country in the shortest possible time and reach nuclear parity with the United States . 


Neokondratyevschina 


Standing out from the cohort of post-Soviet reformers to be a statist, Sergei Glazyev remained faithful to 
the ideas of the “Kondratieff waves” and the need to combine capitalism with the elements of the 
economy of the first phase of communism. Academician Glazyev, whose "achievements" in science are 
not inferior to the "breakthroughs" of Academician Kadyrov, does not understand or pretends that 
Kondratyev, using price statistics - the conjuncture (his main work is called "Great Conjuncture Cycles"), 
replaced it with the results of the industrial revolution XIX century, presenting the movement of prices for 
the real development of the economy. The student of the "great" thinker, like dozens of other eccentrics in 
the Russian Federation with scientific degrees, does not want to notice a primitive falsification, in which 
market conditions are presented under the guise of market economy cycles: 


“In the 90s of the twentieth century, prices in Russia increased hundreds of times, and the real 
sector of the economy fell almost twice! And if you follow Kondratyev, it turns out that 
Russia under Yeltsin made a giant leap, as prices rose. It is clear that this is absurd. Moreover, 
the same example was before Kondratyev's eyes. During and after World War I, prices in 
Germany and Russia also rose thousands of times, but the economies of both Germany and 
Russia were in deep decline. Thus, Kondratyev did not see the elementary: the price dynamics 
cannot be equal to the entire economy. Their movements can simply be opposite "(AS 
Smirmmov" What reality is behind the "Kondratyev waves"? Real long cycles "). 


Expressing the opinion that the cyclical crises inherent in capitalism are exclusively man-made, Glazyev 
not only justifies the greed of monopolies and exploitation, but also explains the degradation of capitalist 
society by the will of "processes of changing technological orders." I would like to know why there was 
no economic crisis in the Soviet Union when the technological order changed? But Glazyev, obsessed 
with Kondratyev's parascience, considers the Stalinist USSR an empire, completely ignoring the concepts 
of class dictatorship and public ownership of the means of production, acting on the principle: if reality 
does not correspond to my ideas, so much the worse for reality. 


Today, crises cannot be called miraculous, they are man-made and are indeed manifestations of the will 
of a narrow group of financial magnates, which, however, does not negate their objective nature . All 
objective laws of economics manifest themselves in the subjective decisions of people. People are not 
always aware of the consequences of their actions. For example, hundreds of thousands of players on the 
stock exchange do not understand what their "games" lead to, but the largest financial oligarchs have long 
been well aware of everything and use crises as a tool to suppress competitors. Glazyev in this case is 
trying to abolish the objective law of capitalism, referring to conspiracies, he hides from his admirers that 
these subjective conspiracies themselves are a product of the capitalist mode of production. 


Rebuilding 2.0 


Rotating in the intellectually limited world of the same adventurers, Glazyev, with a blue eye, reports to 
the public that the economic isolation of the Russian Federation in the current conditions is the main path 
to prosperity. One has only to de-dollarize the economy, turn on the printing press at full capacity, sharply 
increase the social spending of the budget, and we will be in kings. The ex-minister of foreign economic 
relations of the Russian Federation cannot fail to understand that half of the goods on the world market 
are traded in US dollars, that the foreign exchange earnings of the domestic oil industry form half of the 
state budget. And if tomorrow the “de-dollarization” of the Russian economy comes, the country will go 


down the drain, since the undervalued ruble is an important instrument of profit for the commodity sector, 
which means the foundation of the entire domestic market for goods and services. 


"Isolation" of the Russian economy on the basis of capitalism will lead to its downfall, therefore the main 
path of the country's development is "isolation" on the basis of the socialization of the means of 
production, which is impossible without the establishment of communist power. 


Delving into the meaning of Glazyev's isolation, one is simply amazed at "what kind of game the hunter 
is carrying." There is a feeling that Sergei Yuryevich, like the Moses of the Jews, plans to lead his fellow 
citizens across the scorched desert of an isolated country (firing at the Americans with a bent gun), until 
"anti-crisis measures are supplemented by a long-term development strategy based on a new 
technological order." Glazyev does not understand that there is no "long-term development strategy" 
under capitalism, that in reality this means, first of all, the intensification of the exploitation of "one's 
own" proletariat, the plundering of dependent countries and the seizure of new sales markets, and only 
then, perhaps, it will come to "modernization based on a new technological order." The "patriotic 
economist" forgets that the Russian Federation has been "chewing" on its neighbors in the CIS for thirty 
years, along with the plundering of the Soviet legacy,sucking out human and material resources from 
there, and does the organizer of the scheme for speculating excise-free alcohol and cigarettes in the 
interests of the Russian Orthodox Church seriously think that we can carry out "advanced economic 
development" while the state ideology is profit? 


Blaming large owners and speculators, Glazyev is silent about the fact that the market economy has not 
fallen on our heads from the sky. That privatization is not a law of nature, but a legalized plunder of 
public property . And while the guarantor of the Yeltsin constitution declares that "there will be no 
massive revision of the results of privatization," shaming the nouveau riche for selfishness is the height of 
hypocrisy. 


Campaigning for the isolation of the country in the conditions of the semi-swooning state of the Russian 
economy, the former chairman of the Democratic Party of Russia either wants to drive the electorate of 
the Russian Federation into poverty and devastation worse than the 90s, or with the help of rabid 
populism pursues the mercantile goal of staying in power at any cost ... 


Nanai struggle with the Bank of Russia 


Spreading his thoughts along the tree about the harmful nature of the Bank of Russia, which “contrary to 
the generally accepted practice of currency regulation” does not support a decent ruble exchange rate, the 
former chairman of the State Duma's Economic Policy Committee continues to confuse the immature 
consciousness of the market philistine. Relying on the faith of the masses in an all-embracing 
contradiction (no wonder the stories that the people defeated fascism in spite of Stalin are still in trend), 
Glazyev confidently opposes the officials of the Bank of Russia to V.V. Putin, and hence the big business 
behind him. But if you brush up on the notorious "world practice", then the "Black Wednesday" 
September 16, 1992 was remembered by the British as the day when the Bank of England suffered a 
fiasco in the "generally accepted practice of currency regulation in the world" ,and George Soros's 
Quantum Fund seized up to $ 2 billion of the regulator's reserves. In total, the number of "black" days on 
the world currency / stock markets more than covers the "footage" of the week, and to prevent this, it is 
necessary to destroy the very mechanism of financial fraud, and not to entertain the people with illusions 
in the style of Navalny about the life-giving replacement of bad officials with good ones. 


For ordinary people, the movements of the two fighters - patriots and liberals, intertwined in a fight - are 
absolutely real. And the task of the talking heads, for whom “God is the dollar, the dollar is the father, the 
dollar is the holy spirit” (V.V. Mayakovsky), is to prevent citizens from realizing that the furious 
floundering on and under the carpet are the fruits of the brutal nonsense of one single fighter - capital. 


Listening to Glazyev's mantras, it is useful for the electorate to recall the Roman commander and 
statesman - Marcus Portia Cato the Elder - the implacable enemy of Carthage, who ended every speech, 
regardless of the topic, with the slogan "Carthage must be destroyed." The former head of the department 


of economic security of the apparatus of the Security Council of the Russian Federation, copying the 
ancients, hangs all the "economic dogs" on the Bank of Russia. But, apparently by the simplicity of his 
soul, he misses that any crisis is the contradictions of competitors who are trying to simultaneously 
squeeze through the “window of opportunity”. 


In fact, the Bank of Russia is withdrawing itself from the "generally accepted practice of currency 
regulation in the world" due to the objective laws of a market economy, due to the spontaneity of 
production and private distribution of material wealth. And if the commodity sector of the Russian 
Federation begins to lose revenues from the export of oil, gas, etc., its owners will immediately try to 
compensate for the margin by “lowering” the ruble, higher prices, the introduction of new taxes / fines 
and an increase in tariffs. By fixing today's resource profit, the Ministry of Finance states an unpleasant 
fact for Glazyev: two-thirds of the federal budget is filled by the largest companies in the oil and gas 
sector. 


Deoffshorization: dreams and reality 


Deoffshorization is another strong point of the winner of the All-Russian award of financiers 
"Reputation". But Glazyev is not alone in saddling him. The entire Kremlin army, headed by the 
"nullified", now and then bridles the "humpbacked", but only "things are there now." Having emerged 
along with the bourgeois class, offshore companies exist to this day. Their opponents, lacking effective 
tools to block the withdrawal of money to the "stash", are powerless to prevent the owners of global 
corporations from using offshore companies. Due to the fact that it is not legal acts that create social 
relations, but established socio-economic relations give rise to laws, all fantasies about changing the 
Constitution, with the help of which it will be possible to erect a barrier to capital outflow, are untenable. 


In 2013, Putin set the task “to make Russian business patriotic”, which, in theory, was supposed to 
facilitate the transfer of foreign assets under Russian jurisdiction. The capital amnesty ended in 2016. The 
results are predictably deplorable: 60% of Russia's GDP remained offshore, and it is not clear how the 
actual state adviser of the Russian Federation of the 2nd class will correct this “injustice”. Glazyev 
proposes to prohibit offshore companies by law, but the money cannot be returned. And how do you 
prevent people who do not violate any market laws from owning what they own? After all, it is possible 
to stop the "leak" in the economy only by eliminating its cause - private ownership of the means of 
production. 


"About the friendship of the tiger Cupid and the goat Timur" 


For Glazyev, like many other bourgeois theorists, the statement of the current state of affairs is 
controversial, and the proposals that follow from the statements are often insane. Any advanced 
development requires tectonic shifts in politics and a "conservative leap", "revolution from above", 
which, according to the academician, are capable of depriving Russia of dependence on the global 
economy, ensuring the modernization and development of the country, stumble upon a simple question: 
"who benefits?" Why should the big bourgeoisie of the Russian Federation change the political course 
when legalized robbery in the market conditions allows them to get rich anyway? For economic growth? 
But profit growth can be obtained through increased exploitation of their employees and through 
expansion in the post-Soviet space. It is easier and safer for the nouveau riches to first "feed" themselves 
with the former Soviet republics,and if, for some reason, the US or the EU weaken, not risking too much, 
bite off part of their world markets. And then some "man of the decade", according to the Russian 
Biographical Institute, suggests that the capitalists get off the raw material needle, shrink in profits, go 
broke on long-term investments, and for what? For the sake of clearing the economy of hucksters and 
speculators, i.e. from ourselves? Who from big business is ready to invest in Glazyev's idea of "public- 
private partnership aimed at improving the people's well-being"? Which of the capitalists, instead of 
manipulating the consciousness of the working people for the sake of profit, will step on the throat of 
their own song?shrink in profits, go broke on long-term investments, and for what? For the sake of 
cleansing the economy of hucksters and speculators, i.e. from ourselves? Who from big business is ready 
to invest in Glazyev's idea of "public-private partnership aimed at improving the people's well-being"? 


Which of the capitalists, instead of manipulating the consciousness of the working people for the sake of 
profit, will step on the throat of their own song?shrink in profits, go broke on long-term investments, and 
for what? For the sake of clearing the economy of hucksters and speculators, i.e. from ourselves? Who 
from big business is ready to invest in Glazyev's idea of "public-private partnership aimed at improving 
the people's well-being"? Which of the capitalists, instead of manipulating the consciousness of the 
working people for the sake of profit, will step on the throat of their own song? 


Declaring old fables about capital-socialism, about planning guidelines for business circles for the sake of 
the "socio-economic development of the country", Glazyev once again presents his delusions as a real 
recipe for saving Russia. It is obvious that the "world economic system of national consensus" which is in 
isolation, the Western partners will try to strangle in the most severe blockade. The experience of the 
USSR here is so indicative that, against its background, Glazyev's fairy tales inspire only those who are 
accustomed to looking for simple solutions to complex problems based on the principle "they should take 
and cancel Mondays." 


“Reliance on the work of the institutions of social partnership” is the same liquid concrete with which 
Glazyev proposes to cement the alliance of the proletariat and the bourgeoisie he proclaimed. However, 
Sergei Yuryevich does not give up, citing China as an example, where "the successful operation of market 
competition mechanisms is complemented by strategic planning." But he, as an academician, would not 
be superfluous to reel on his mustache that any phenomenon is always two-sided. Something is insofar as 
the other exists, and vice versa. However, the Yeltsin minister, trying to copy China in words, chooses 
only the best from the experience of the "yellow dragon", throwing idealistic slogans about the coming 
comfortable life into the masses of gullible compatriots. In fact, he either does not understand, as a result 
of which the PRC arose and what a "people's democratic dictatorship under the leadership of the working 
class" is,or deliberately makes nonsense. The USSR, unlike China, refused to build communism. In our 
country, for various reasons, the unfinished "building" of communism began to be rebuilt, and then 
completely written off for scrap, allegedly because of the "unviability of the economy." Therefore, today 
the PRC, which is at a transitional stage from capitalism to socialism, has not betrayed the ideas of Max, 
Engels, Lenin and Stalin, is the second economy of the planet, and we are a raw material appendage with 
a mediocre clique and an illiterate policy. Hence, it is clear that "reducing the uncertainty and volatility of 
the market situation" is possible only in a country where the power belongs to the authoritative 
Communist Party, where the economy is constantly growing, where it is focused on domestic 
consumption, where strict control over private property is established.where the susceptibility to the crisis 
of overproduction in comparison with the leading capitalist countries is minuscule, where the aggregate 
wealth of the rich is not growing, but shrinking, where the purge of the party is not a formality, but 
reality, where the fight against corruption is not chatter, but reality. But continuing to persist in populism, 
the ex-leader of the Congress of Russian Communities accuses the Bank of Russia of "artificially created 
high cost of money", of "expensive and ineffective procedures of banking and currency control", 
portraying the matter in such a way that it is only necessary to change the officials of the Bank of Russia 
and that's it. will go well.the ex-leader of the Congress of Russian Communities accuses the Bank of 
Russia of "artificially created high cost of money", of "expensive and ineffective procedures of banking 
and currency control", portraying the matter in such a way that one has only to change the officials of the 
Bank of Russia and everything will go well with us.the ex-leader of the Congress of Russian 
Communities accuses the Bank of Russia of "artificially created high cost of money", of "expensive and 
ineffective procedures of banking and currency control", portraying the matter in such a way that one has 
only to change the officials of the Bank of Russia and everything will go smoothly. 


conclusions 


1. Based on the false Kondratieff principles of convergence and joint development of the economies of 
capitalism and the first phase of communism, believing that the reason for the crises of overproduction is 
insufficient modernization, a former member of the National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine offers the 
public another utopiato "improve" capitalism. It is obvious that it is impossible to correct the meanness of 
the market economy and humanize competition. That attempts to combine the incompatible - planned and 
market economies - finished off the USSR. That it makes no sense to nod at China, since the PRC is 
moving towards the first phase of communism, and has not frozen forever, as Glazyev believes, in an 


"effective NEP." That sooner or later the Chinese will either have to curtail the market or abandon the 
planned economy, since their current mode of production is a mode of production during a transition 
period, as a result of which society will either come to a non-market, non-competitive mode of production 
based on public ownership, or roll back back into private capitalistic decay, impoverishment and 
extinction. In addition, China's successes are due to the socialist sector,not the Chinese capitalists. But the 
main thing that makes the comparison with China untenable: in China, the Communist Party is in power, 
and in our country, United Russia, a party of rich officials serving the oligarchy. 


2. A virtual warrior with the United States likes to talk about the "colonial dependence of Russia on the 
West", justifying the growing exploitation and falling living standards in the Russian Federation by 
external forces, but when Mr. Glazyev begins to weave lace from dreams about possible measures to 
combat the enemy, you know, that poverty is not so terrible as its economic justification from the lips of a 
member of the National Financial Council of the Bank of Russia. 


As the swaying of trees to the wind is not a decree, so the "exposure" of the wrecking essence of the Bank 
of Russia by the fool of the Heavenly Tsar with the rank of Academician of the Russian Academy of 
Sciences has no practical meaning ("there were demons, we grab them, but there are no demons"). 
Naturally, the "servants of the people" from the Bank of Russia do not benefit society, but everything they 
do, they do according to the will of those who "call the tune", and pretend that the main bank of the 
country is not de facto controlled by the president, but his face to large domestic monopolies - to 
anesthetize the credit suffering of the townsfolk with lies. In turn, big business, whether it wants it or not, 
acts on the basis of the contradiction between its selfish interests and the objective laws of social 
development. And the sharper these contradictions manifest themselves, the more negatively they will 
affect social development.Therefore, the theory of "Kondratieff" cycles - they say, "we will develop 
technologies at a faster pace and then the crisis will not catch up with us" - is not capable of resolving 
socio-economic contradictions in principle. Only a planned transition from capitalism to the first phase of 
communism will eliminate them. 


3.It is impossible to change the economy without changing politics, as Glazyev suggests, because “de- 
dollarizing” and breaking out of the embrace of the “offshore aristocracy” by simply threatening the 
oligarchs with a finger is not a plan of action, but a cheap clownery. If we have a market economy, if the 
ruble is provided with raw materials, and prices for raw materials are falling, do what you want with the 
Bank of Russia as a tool - you cannot put a dead man on his feet. Hence, all "the efforts of the President 
and the Government to increase the growth of the well-being of Russians" are initially in vain. Throwing 
a “bone” to the proletariat in the form of “maternal capital”, scanty payments and benefits is one thing, 
but to radically correct the situation with the fall in industrial production, growing unemployment and 
social science illiteracy of the masses is quite another. How impossible it is to sneeze with open eyesit is 
also impossible to persuade capital to invest the stolen assets in production by creating a new, hybrid 
form of ownership: people's enterprises with people's oligarchs and with expanded powers of labor 
collectives. 


The stream of consciousness of a blissfully believer in the "dictatorship of patriotism", in the possibility 
of scientific planning and advanced development in the conditions of a market "hapka" is an obvious 
demagogy. Glazyev should be reminded that the future is formed through the present not by a dream, but 
by the struggle to realize the necessary, that all ruling classes defended their privileges with arms in hand, 
that the proletariat must oppose the permanent violence of the bourgeoisie with revolution and the control 
of the working masses over a handful of parasites ... who did not fit into communism ... 


D. Nazarenko 10/12/2020 


